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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 06/14/07 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



2. Claims 9-19, 21-35, 45-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chmaytelli (US 6,233,464) in view of Skinner et al. (US 6,928,300) 
and further in view of Steer (US 6,343,21 3). 

Regarding claim 9, Chmaytelli teaches a method for selectively disabling the wireless 
communication functionality of an integrated portable computing-communication device 
(see figs 1 and 2; col. 2, lines 25-34, lines 47-50), the method comprising: enabling a 
first mode of operation in which both wireless communication functionality and local 
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functionality of the device are enabled (see col. 3, lines 34-45; see option 1 where the 
PDA and the telephone are on when the stylus is removed); enabling a second mode of 
operation in which the communication functionality is disabled and the local functionality 
is enabled (see col. 3, lines 34-45); and switching between the first and second modes 
of operation (as stated in col. 3, lines 34-45, the action of removing and replacing the 
stylus into its holder creates at least two modes of operations.). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
set the functionality combinations of the device of Chmaytelli, as allowed by Chmaytelli, 
in order to obtain more options that fulfill the needs of the user. 

Still regarding claim 9, Chmaytelli does not mention enabling a second mode of 
operation in which the wireless communication functionality is disabled and the local 
functionality is enabled. Skinner, in an analogous art, teaches a device including a PDA 
and a cell phone which can be set so that the cell phone is turned off in certain areas or 
according to a schedule (see Abstract; figs. 3-5; col. 2, lines 21-42; col. 9, lines 19-22). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide the above teaching of Skinner to Chmaytelli in order for 
the combined system to enable users to switch off their cell phone in a certain area 
while user still capable of using the device for as a PDA as taught by Skinner. 

Still regarding claim 9, Chmaytelli and Skinner fails to teach switching between the first 
and second modes of operation in response to a signal wirelessly transmitted broadcast 
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in a particular region. Steer, in an analogous art, teaches a cellular phone capable of 
switching between modes of operation such as normal, low power, and disabling its 
transmission in response to a broadcast message from a base station when the mobile 
is inside a protected region to prevent harmful interference to electronic equipment in 
the protected region (see abstract of Steer; figs. 1 and 3; col. 4 line 35 to col. 5, line 8). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide the above teaching of Steer to Chmaytelli and Skinner in 
order for the combined system to disable its transmission while in a area that is 
sensitive to interference as taught by Steer. 

Regarding claim 10, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 9, further comprising providing a third mode of operation in which 
neither the wireless communication functionality nor the local functionality of the device 
is enabled (see Chmaytelli, col. 3, lines 43-45). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 9, wherein selectively switching between the first and second modes of 
operation comprises: in the first mode of operation, providing power to a computing unit 
and a radio communication unit of the integrated portable computing-communication 
device, wherein the computing unit provides the local functionality and the radio 
communication unit provides the communication functionality; and in the second mode 
of operation, providing power to the computing unit, and not providing power to the 
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communication unit (reference Chmaytelli, col. 
telephone are on; also see figs. 2,3,4). 
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3, lines 33-35, when the PDA and the 



Regarding claim 12, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 9, wherein selectively switching between the first and second modes of 
operation comprises disabling at least a portion of a radio communication unit that 
provides the communication functionality in the second mode of operation (see 
Chmaytelli, col. 6, lines 6-24). 

Regarding claims 13-16, the cellular communication technology is well known to 
provides data transfer between the mobile units and a network that is capable of 
carrying data, voice and Internet communication so that in the first mode of operation, 
the wireless telephone of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer would provide the capabilities 
mentioned above for the benefit of pleasing cellular customers with variety of choices to 
communicate from one party to another. 

Regarding claim 17, the claim is the apparatus claim of claim 9, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 9. In 
addition, Steer also teaches a selection means triggered by an external entity (see 
Steer, figs. 1 and 3; figs. 1 and 3; col. 4 line 35 to col. 5, line 8). 
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Regarding claim 18, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
apparatus of claim 17, wherein the selection means comprises a switching means to 
switch between the first and second modes of operation (see Chmaytelli, figs. 2,3, and 4 
of Chmaytelli). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
apparatus of claim 18, wherein the switching means is coupled to a power supply 
means, the switching means to disable the supply of power from the power supply 
means to at least a portion of the second means (see figs. 2,3, and 4 of Chmaytelli). 

Regarding claim 21, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches that the 
external entity comprises a transmitter to transmit a signal to trigger the selection means 
to select between the first and second modes of operation (see Steer, figs. 1 and 3; figs. 
1 and 3; col. 4 line 35 to col. 5, line 8). 

Regarding claim 22, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
apparatus of claim 17, further comprising an indication means for indicating whether the 
apparatus is operating in the first or the second mode of operation (see Chmaytelli, col. 
2, lines 6-18). 

Regarding claim 23, the rejections of claims 9 and 17 are herein incorporated. In 
addition, Steer also teaches inhibiting a mobile device from transmitting while still 
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capable of receiving in a certain zone (see Steer, Abstract; figs. 1 and 3; col. 4 line 35 to 
col. 5, line 8). 

Regarding claim 24, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 23, wherein disabling the access to the receiving wireless signals 
comprises disabling at least a portion of a radio frequency (RF) unit (see Chmaytelli, 
col. 6, lines 6-24). 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 24, wherein disabling the portion of the RF unit comprises disabling the 
portion of the RF unit with a switch (see Chmaytelli, figs. 2-4). 

Regarding claims 26,27,28 once the power supporting the radio communication is 
turned off the entire RF circuitry should be off including the oscillator. In addition, the 
computer of Matsuo is capable of organizing the above functions when combined with 
Chmaytelli. 

Regarding claims 29 and 30, the claims have the limitation as that of claim 26, therefore 
it is interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 26. 
Similar to rejection of claim 26, when the power supporting the radio communication is 
turned off the entire RF circuitry should be off including the antenna. 
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Regarding claims 31 and 32, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer does not 
mention disabling access to making and receiving calls by increasing the shielding of 
the antenna. However, it is well known in the art that when an antenna is retracted form 
its operating extended position into its housing, the housing will act as shielding 
mechanism to prevent radio waves from transmitting/receiving to/from a communication 
device (also Please refer to US 5,420,599 for selectively increase/decrease the 
shielding of the antenna). 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches disabling 
the access to the making and receiving wireless calls comprises disabling the access in 
response to selection of a soft key on the device (see fig. 2 of Chmaytelli, in this case 
the stylus action trigger and the switch reads on the soft key of the device). 

Regarding claim 34, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches disabling 
the access to the making and receiving wireless calls comprises disabling the access in 
response to toggling of a mechanical switch on the device (see fig. 2 of Chmaytelli, also 
see col. 2, lines 6-18). 

Regarding claim 35, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 34, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 34. 
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Regarding claim 36, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 13, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 13. 

Regarding claim 45, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 37, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 37. 

Regarding claim 46, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 38, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 38. 

Regarding claim 47, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 40, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 40. 

Regarding claim 48, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 24, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 24. 

Regarding claim 49, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 29, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 29. 

Regarding claim 50, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 30, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 30. 
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Regarding claim 51, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 31, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 31 . 

Regarding claim 52, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 35, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 35. 

Regarding claim 53, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 26, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 26. 

Regarding claim 54, the remarks filed 01/02/07 admits that the limitations of claims 54 is 
similar to claim 9 of the invention, and therefore claim 54 is interpreted and rejected for 
the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding claim 55, it is well known in the art that the switch is operated to selectively 
increase/decrease the shielding of the antenna. Please refer to US 5,420,599. 

Regarding claim 56, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 19, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 19. 

Regarding claim 57, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 23, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 23. 
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Regarding claim 58, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 48, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 48. 

Regarding claims 59,60,61,62, the claims have the limitation as that of claim 48, 
therefore it is interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of 
claim 48. 

Regarding claim 63, combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the method 
of claim 57, wherein detecting the event comprises detecting a user input (see 
Chmaytelli, figs. 1-4). 

Regarding claim 64, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 36, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 36. 

Regarding claim 65, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 9, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 9 
regardless of where the application is implemented. In addition the combination of 
Chmaytelli and Steer also teaches automatically switching between modes (see 
Abstract; col. 3, lines 54-67 of Steer; also see Chmaytelli). 



Regarding claims 66 and 67, see fig. 2 of Chmaytelli. 
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Regarding claim 68, the claim has the limitation as that of claim 53, therefore it is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 53. 

Regarding claim 69, the combination of Chmaytelli, Skinner and Steer teaches the 
method of claim 65, wherein the trigger received at the device comprises a signal 
received automatically from an external entity (see Abstract; figs. 1 and 3; col. 4 line 35 
to col. 5, line 8 of Steer; also see Chmaytelli). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 1-8, 37-44 are allowed for the reason stated in applicant's remarks filed 
06/14/06. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7851. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW ANDERSON can be reached on 571-272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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